C hange sometimes comes slowly, sometimes with astonishing speed. It has been a privilege to serve as the editor of The American Journal of Cosmetic Surgery (AJCS) for the past 7 years, and it's hard to believe that it has been this long. The AJCS has been published by Allen Press for even longer. This issue represents the last installment of our long and fruitful partnership. Just as the American Academy of Cosmetic Surgery (AACS) has undergone profound changes in the last 2 years, moving from an internal management, physical office space model of internal association management to a virtual office run by a contractual management firm, so now will The Journal also be altering its structure. We are moving to SAGE Publications. This move, undertaken by our management team, transfers ownership of the journal to an independent, academic publisher responsible for more than 850 journals and 800 books across a spectrum of medical, scientific, business, humanities, and social science fields.
In preliminary meetings with SAGE staff I have been impressed by their commitment to making The AJCS a distinguished resource for cosmetic surgery research and education. Plans include digitizing the entire back catalogue of the journal, open access to past and future articles, and creating a partnership with the AACS that will continue to ensure the integrity and value of the cosmetic surgery scientific enterprise. We will also be upgrading the details of our instructions to authors, establishing more comprehensive ethical guidelines in keeping with contemporary clinical research standards, and broadening the horizons of our contributors, reviewers, and readers.
Allen Press has been a wonderful partner in the journal enterprise, and this departure is not about any fissures in our relationship, but rather is a not uncommon event in the publishing world. By shifting ownership of The AJCS to this larger multinational corporation, it is anticipated that we can enhance the reach and stature of the journal while at the same time reducing overhead costs for the AACS. Both are desirable outcomes in the increasingly fragmented and competitive world of scientific publishing.
For the past couple of years my own inbox has received daily invitations to serve as editor of, reviewer for, or contributor to a new, self-proclaimed, "international" "worldwide" "open access" journal of some kind, increasingly narrow and specialized, or so broad as to be laughable, and most frequently built on a business model of "pay to publish," where the authors are required to subsidize their publication. In this process, peer review is frequently minimal, negligible, or absent. Scientific or clinical standards of accuracy, precision, and trustworthiness are held to the lowest common denominator. The free flow of relevant, important, and valuable information is clogged by this sludge of valueless dreck.
The entire enterprise of scientific publishing is currently undergoing a revolution. More "scientific" articles are published daily than were annually a few decades ago. Simultaneous publication, while still considered unethical, continues unabated. Plagiarism, outright fraud, and financially conflicted results are being published without proper references, acknowledgment of conflicts, or proper Institutional Review Board approvals. Sources such as Retraction Watch (http://retractionwatch.com/) and Scholarly Open Access Beall's List of Predatory Publishers (http://scholarlyoa.com/2015/01/02/ bealls-list-of-predatory-publishers-2015/) can only hope to keep track of some offenders. Various algorithms exist to detect plagiarism, and tools like Google Scholar and ResearchGate allow access to medical literature with greater accuracy and crossreferencing than even PubMed provides at the moment.
Of equal interest are the increasing numbers of "Best Doctor" lists generated by for-profit organizations. I do not hold a Massachusetts license, nor have I ever practiced in Massachusetts, moving here after retiring from clinical work in 2009. Yet I was recently named the "Best Plastic Surgeon" in my community, a "distinguished limited list" with the opportunity to buy a plaque suitable for hanging in my waiting room and advertising this fact in several magazines, etc.
This was followed by an offer to be listed in a "Best Plastic Surgeons" Who's Who listing, for a fee, of course. These two offers were linked to the same addresses, and were then followed by an opportunity to present my research (whatever it was) at an "international conference," also for a fee, of course. Can publishing offers be far behind? Opportunities for false credentials and fake awards abound, just as there are a plethora of unreliable articles flooding the scientific literature. Being skeptical of just about everything is a necessity these days.
Excellence in publishing is hard work. And high standards for facts and conclusions are a necessary and important part of the responsibility of the editor, reviewer, author, and publisher. As The AJCS transitions to our new publisher and eases further into the Internet age, be assured that standards will be set, skepticism will be practiced, and we will continue to represent the diverse universe of cosmetic surgery. Thank you, Allen Press, and hello, SAGE Publications!
